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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. The Request for Reconsideration filed on August 18, 2005 has been received and entered. 
Claims 1-19 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection o£an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Smith et al. 
(U.S. Patent Publication Application, 2002/00658899, ('Smith*)). 

Smith discloses: 

As to claim 1, 

a universal database connectivity driver having a first exposed interface through which 
access to a database server can be provided; See [0071]; [0072]; 

a database proxy driver registered with said universal database connectivity driver, said 
database proxy driver having a second exposed interface which conforms with said first exposed 
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interface of said universal database connectivity driver, said database proxy driver having a 
configuration for invoking at least one auxiliary task in addition to providing access to said 
database server through said first exposed interface of said universal database connectivity 
driver; See [0057]; [0059]; and 

a database driven application programmatically linked to said database proxy driver; See 

[0016]. 

As to claim 2, 

wherein each of said universal database connectivity driver, database proxy driver and 
database driven application are disposed in an edge device in a computer communications 
network; See [0030]. 

As to claim 3, 

wherein said auxiliary task is load balancing; See [0034]. 

As to claim 4, 

wherein said auxiliary task is caching; See [0035]. 

As to claim 5, 

a log file of data request meta-information; See [0036]; and, 

an application analyzer configured to tune operation of said auxiliary task based upon 
said meta-information; See [0036]. 
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As to claim 6, 

receiving a database connectivity request through a corresponding first exposed database 
connectivity method from a database driven application; See [0071]; [0072]; 

forwarding said database connectivity request to an underlying database connectivity 
driver through a corresponding second exposed method having a method prototype which 
matches a method prototype of said first exposed database connectivity method; See [0057]; 
[0059]; and, 

performing at least one auxiliary task in addition to forwarding said database connectivity 
request; See [0030]. 

As to claims 7 and 14, 

performing each of the receiving, forwarding and performing steps in an edge device; See 

[0035]. 

As to claims 8 and 15, 

wherein said performing step comprises performing a load balancing task; See [0034]. 

As to claims 9 and 16, 

wherein said performing step comprises performing a database caching task; See [0035]. 
As to claims 10 and 17, 
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collecting meta-data for each received database connectivity request; See [0035]; and, 
modifying operation of said auxiliary task based upon an analysis of said collected meta- 
data; See [0038]. 

As to claims 11 and 19, 

wherein said modifying step comprises generating rules which direct database 
connectivity requests to particular instances of a database server which are most likely to respond 
quickly based upon database latency patterns inherent in said collected meta-data; See [0038]. 

As to claim 12, 

wherein said modifying step comprises selectively caching result sets in a database cache 
based upon request frequency patterns inherent in said collected meta-data; See [0037]; [0038]. 

As to claim 13, 

receiving a database connectivity request through a corresponding first exposed database 
connectivity method from a database driven application; See [0071]; [0072]; 

forwarding said database connectivity request to an underlying database connectivity 
driver through a corresponding second exposed method having a method 

prototype which matches a method prototype of said first exposed database connectivity method; 
See [0057]; [0059]; and, 

performing at least one auxiliary task in addition to forwarding said database connectivity 
request; See [0030]. 
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As to claim 18, 

wherein said modifying step comprises generating rules which direct database 
connectivity requests to particular instances of a database server which are most likely to respond 
quickly based upon database latency patterns inherent in said collected meta-data; See [0036]. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed on August 18, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that "The Examiner does not teach or suggest or 
clearly designate the teachings in Smith being relied upon nor clearly explained in the pertinence 
of Smith " have been considered but it is not deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner maintains that Smith teaches the claimed limitaion. Smith must be 
considered as whole and not just the suggested citations relied on by the Examiner. The 
Applicant is responsible for the whole reference. See 37 CFR 1.192(c)(8)(iv). 

The Smith reference is directed to a method for delivering dynamic content though an 
edge router. 

In response to applicant's argument that "The Applicant is forced to guess which features 
in the Smith reference are covered by paragraphs cited pertaining to claim 1" have been 
considered but it is not deemed to be persuasive. 
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The Examiner maintains the Smith reference as a whole teach the limitations of claim 1, 
specifically "universal database" and "connectivity driver", page 3, paragraph 0033, wherein 
origin site containing "central database" connects to clients. While a "database server" is shown 
in Figure 4, as "Web server" which too has a driver in order to be able to connect to the rest of 
the network disclosed on page 7, paragraph 0075. A "database driven application" is taught in 
Figure 4, 412, Application Server, which has access to database, 130. All those drivers are well 
known middleware connectivity. 

In response to applicant's argument that "Claim 1 recites that access to the database 
server from the database proxy driver is provided though the universal database connectivity 
driver which Smith does not show" have been considered but it is not deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner maintains that Smith in Figures 1 and 3 show the Edge Cache as an 
intermediary device. On page 5, paragraph 0056, the "Edge Cache 108" is clearly shown as an 
intermediary between the origin site (i.e. "Web server") and clients. 

In response to applicant's argument that " Smith does not teach a driver separate from the 
claimed database proxy driver" have been considered but it is not deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner maintains that on page 7, paragraph 0072, the OBDC is taught as being 
"isolated" which is broadly interpreted as being separate from the subsequent teachings of 
"proxy driver of the database" that is only invoked if necessary as stated in paragraph 0075. 

It is clear to the Examiner that two different and separate parts of the system that Smith 
discloses, it is well known in the art that more than one driver is necessary in order for Figure 1 
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to function properly and Smith teaches the functionality and driver connectivity throughout the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument that " Smith fails to teach that each driver includes an 
exposed interface that conforms with one another" have been considered but it is not deemed to 
be persuasive. 

The Examiner maintains since both the database proxy driver and the universal database 
driver are communicating in the same network and are defined as such in Smith Figure 1, their 
interfaces are conforming to each other and are deemed to be exposed since they are accessible 
by all clients who wish to be connected on the Internet Figure 1, 1 10, Network. 

In response to applicant's argument that "The teachings in Smith are not comparable to 
the claimed feature that the universal database connectivity driver, database proxy driver and 
database driven application are disposed in the edge device" have been considered but it is not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner maintains that the Edge device has a cache (see page 7, paragraph 0074) 
wherein upon receiving a database request, it. determines if the request is needed to be proxied 
then it will be forwarded to right processing logic. Therefore, it is clear that the edge device has 
all the stated drivers in order to process specified requests intermediary between the client and 
the origin site as taught in paragraph 0075 (connectivity to database and connectivity to the client 
are shown). 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Davis et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0135509 Al) teaches edge server having an application 

server. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 571-272-4074. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:30PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications . 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Neveen Abel-Jalil 
October 31, 2005 



CHARLES RONES 
SUPERVISORY FWTENT EXAMINER 



